




















Meeting Minutes
Crosstown Parkway Extension EIS
Coordination Meeting With USACE — November 4, 2009
9:00 a.m. to 9:45 a.m.
FDOT District 4 Legal Conference Room

Purpose: Meeting to Discuss USACE Review Comments (10-19-09) of Technical Reports

Attendees:

Beatriz Caicedo-Maddison, P.E. — Florida Department of Transportation
Michael Davis — Keith and Schnars, P.A.

John Krane, P.E. — Keith and Schnars, P.A.

Paul Cherry, P.E. — Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.

Attendees by Telephone:
Garett Lips — US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE)
Lynn Kiefer — Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.

Introductions

Introductions were made, and John Krane introduced the purpose for the meeting was to discuss the comment
letter sent by Mr. Lips dated 10-19-09, pertaining to the review by USACE of the Technical Reports submitted for
the Crosstown Parkway Extension Project Development & Environment (PD&E) / Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS).

Mr. Davis noted that the technical reports were the backbone of the Draft EIS (DEIS), and that that we
understand the need to address Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines as part of the DEIS. He then led a discussion of
the four basic issues highlighted in Mr. Lips letter.

1) Jurisdictional Determinations not included — This would be done after a preferred alternative was
selected. However, for this project there is not a question of jurisdiction. It will not be a contentious
issue as it might be for other projects.

2) Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines requirements pertaining to avoidance and minimization need to be met
including a discussion of a tunnel alternative and widening of the existing bridges — This will be
addressed in the DEIS, in fact a Tunnel Concept Report is currently being finalized, and a corridor
report was developed and submitted which documents why widening of the existing bridges is not a
practicable alternative.

3) Inclusion of a Guidelines Analysis will facilitate permitting if included in the EIS — This is understood.
4) A specific and detailed mitigation plan is required — This will be done once a preferred alternative is
selected.

Mr. Lips clarified he is aware that we are not at the stage of the project to provide all the information requested,
but wanted to make sure everyone was on the same page regarding the need to provide the information. He
indicated that no response to his letter was necessary. Ms. Caicedo-Maddison suggested that we send minutes
of the meeting as a response to his letter, and in that fashion we can ensure that everyone has the same
understanding from this meeting.

In response to a question by Mr. Lips, John Krane indicated that FHWA and the Cooperating Agencies should be
receiving the DEIS in April.

These minutes were produced by Keith and Schnars, and are an attempt to capture the essence of conversations
and decisions made at the meeting. They do not represent a transcript of the meeting. Any statements attributed
to others have been paraphrased unless otherwise noted, and should be clarified with the individual before use or
reuse in another context.


























































































































































































Meeting Minutes
Crosstown Parkway Extension EIS
Team Meeting — June 19, 2008
2:00 a.m. to 3:30 p.m.
FDOT West Palm Beach Operations Center

Follow-up Activities

o K&S will make the minor revisions necessary to finalize the project schedule.

e K&S will resend copies of the final Notice of Intent to the City and FDOT.

o K&S will deliver hard copies of the Corridor and Alternatives Reports to Beatriz
Caicedo and the City.

e The City will reserve the boat for the Scoping Meeting field review.

e ACE will flag the center line of the project alternatives.

e K&S would make any necessary revisions to the AN to ensure that it’s text is
consistent with that of the approved NOI and make revisions to the graphic so that
the labeling of Crosstown Parkway is shown to the west of Manth Lane.

Next Team Meeting
It was agreed that there would not be a Working Group meeting in July. The next
Working Group meeting 1s planned for August 21, 2008.

NOTES:

1. Subsequent to this Working Group meeting, it was decided that the Scoping Meeting
would take place in August.

2. 1t is recognized that some members may not have been in attendance at this meeting
due to the distribution of an erroneous call-in code. We apologize for this error and have
corrected the error for future meetings. If those who were not in attendance have any
questions or concerns after reading these minutes, please let us know.

3. These minutes were produced by Keith and Schnars, and are an attempt to capture the
essence of conversations and decisions made at the meeting. They do not represent a
transcript of the meeting. Any statements attributed to others have been paraphrased
unless otherwise noted, and should be clarified with the individual before use or reuse in
another context.
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March 23, 2006

RECORD OF MEETING

Third East-West Corridor Studies
Monthly Status Meeting
9:30 A.M., March 22, 2006
Port St. Lucie City Complex, Engineering Conference Room

ATTENDEES

Name Company Telephone No. E-mail

Walter England City of PSL 772-871-5175 waltere@cityofpsl.com
Patricia Roebling City of PSL 772-871-5174 patr@cityofpsl.com
Bobbie Richards City of PSL 772-871-5175 brichards@cityofpsl.com

Beatriz Caicedo

Tanzer Kalayci
Michael Davis
John Flora

Ed Colon
Vicki Smith
Doug Norris

Via Teleconference:

Nicholas Danu

FDOT, District 4

Keith and Schnars, P.A.
Keith and Schnars, P.A.
Keith and Schnars, P.A.
Keith and Schnars, P.A.
Keith and Schnars, P.A.
Culpepper & Terpening, Inc.

FDOT, District 4

954-486-4336
954-776-1616
954-776-1616
407-834-1616
407-834-1616
407-834-1616
772-464-3537

954-777-4323

beatriz.caicedo@dot.state.fl.us
tkalayci@keithandschnars.com
mdavis@keithandschnars.com
jflora@keithandschnars.com
ecolon@keithandschnars.com
vsmith@keithandschnars.com
dnorris@ct-eng.com

nicholas.danu@dot.state.fl.us

Meeting Purpose:

Progress reporting on the six project studies being performed by Keith and Schnars, P.A. and Culpepper —
Terpening in the City of PSL which include:

Third East-West River Crossing;

1-95 SIJR for the Becker Road and Crosstown Parkway interchanges;

The Becker/I-95 Interchange PD&E;

The Crosstown Pkwy/1-95 Interchange PD&E;

The Becker/I-95 Interchange Design; and

The Crosstown Pkwy/I-95 Interchange Design

Meeting Summary

1. Third East-West River Crossing

A. Preliminary Alternatives Analysis

Ms. Caicedo stated that the Preliminary Alternatives Analysis (PAA) report had been received by the
Department. She stated the report has been forwarded to the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) along
with FDOT’s endorsement.

Mr. Davis requested that Ms. Caicedo confirm with the Tallahassee FHWA that the PAA report would be
reviewed by Atlanta FHWA and Washington D.C. FHWA concurrent with Tallahassee FHWA'’s review.

Ms. Caicedo stated she would confirm the concurrent review. She stated that the reviews should be completed
no later than the end of May because they normally take about two months.

Mr. England inquired to whether now was a good time to submit the PAA reports to City Council members.



PSL/K&S/C-T Transportation Projects
March 22, 2006 Progress Meeting Summary

Mr. Davis recommended that he would up-date the Council on the submission at their April meeting briefing,
but wait on FHWA'’s approval of the report before distributing to the Council members.

Mr. England concurred with that approach.

B. Section 4(f) Determination of Applicability

Mr. Flora reported the Section 4(f) DOA had been prepared and was currently undergoing internal QA/QC. He
stated the intent was to get the report into FDEP’s and FDOT’s hands as soon as possible for their review, so
that it could be submitted to FHWA in a timely manner. Then it would be possible for FHWA to act on the
Section 4(f) status as soon as the NOI and Class of Action were issued.

2. SIJR Study

Mr. Davis stated that the Final Report was being submitted to FDOT on Friday, March 24™. He noted that the two
remaining issues were related to the Collector/Distributor Road concept that the Department had requested
information on. Mr. Davis noted the information was being included in the submission on Friday. The other issue
was related to the Funding Agreement which will be included as a draft in the final report.

3. Becker Road/1-95 and Crosstown Parkway/1-95 Interchange PD&ES

A. Public Workshop Summary

Mr. Flora provided a summary of the March 1% and March 8" public workshops. He noted there were
approximately 70 attendees at the Crosstown Interchange workshop and 17 written comments were received
thus far. Mr. Flora stated that most of the comments were very supportive of the interchange. A few comments
were received outlining access management and buffering concerns for the Crosstown Parkway project being
done by Culpepper-Terpening (C-T). Likewise, approximately 50 attendees were at the Becker Interchange
workshop, and 13 written comments were received thus far. Mr. Flora outlined most of the comments were very
supportive of the interchange. There were also comments expressing concern about the increased traffic in the
neighborhood areas following construction of the interchange.

B. Environmental Reports and CAT-X Report

Mr. Flora stated that the Environmental Reports and the CAT-X Report had been submitted to FDOT on March
22" He stated all comments from the Departments preliminary review had been addressed and incorporated
into the report with the additional information.

C. Preliminary Engineering Report

Mr. Davis reported the PER reports have been updated and were currently going through their final review and
QAJ/QC. He noted that it was anticipated that the reports would be submitted the week of March 27",

D. Interchange PD&Es Schedules

Ms. Smith provided everyone with an up-dated schedule for the two projects. She explained that the public
hearings that had been scheduled for May, 2006 had been shifted to be in June, 2006. She said this was the case
only if FDOT and FHWA maintained the abbreviated review period they had committed to at the on-set of the
project.
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PSL/K&S/C-T Transportation Projects
March 22, 2006 Progress Meeting Summary

Mr. Kalayci stated there would be two different public hearings, one for each interchange. He also noted, there
was no more room left in the project schedules in order to meet the project deadlines. Mr. Kalayci addressed
Mr. Norris and requested that Mr. Norris (C-T) get with the C-T staff to ensure all survey information was
completed. He explained that delays in providing information, has put the projects in a critical time frame.

Mr. Norris committed that he would follow up with the survey team.

E. Berm at Lake Charles along Crosstown Parkway

Mr. Davis stated that he wanted to discuss this item to ensure everyone was aware of the fact that due to the
roadways northerly shift away from the communications tower, the existing berm would need to be removed.
He noted the City’s commitment to the Lake Charles Community to maintain the eight-foot berm.

Mr. Colon stated that there would not be enough room for the standard berm, but a special design would need to
be developed. He noted the desigh would have to be developed as part of C-T’s design for the Crosstown
Parkway.

Mr. England and Mr. Norris concurred that a design solution would be developed to address that section so
that an eight foot high barrier would be maintained.

4. Becker/1-95 Interchange Design

Mr. Colon provided an up-date on the status of the 60% Design submittal. He noted that it was going to be
submitted by mid-April. He stated all of the Cities most recent typical section revisions west of 1-95 had been
incorporated.

Mr. Colon informed Mr. Norris that the C-T survey was still incomplete and the submittal would be delayed
because sufficient time was needed to incorporate the survey, up-date plans, and review the entire plans submittal
package.

Mr. Colon also noted that Bruce Reed was coordinating the landscape design for both the Becker Road Interchange
project and the Crosstown Parkway Interchange project. He stated, Mr. Randy Scott from FDOT Maintenance has
requested to be part of the design development. Mr. Colon recommended the City also involve their maintenance
staff.

5. Crosstown/1-95 Interchange Design

Mr. Colon provided an up-date on the status of the 60% Design submittal. He noted that it was going to be
submitted by mid April due to delays in receiving a complete drainage survey, a critical component required for a
60% plans/permit submittal3™.

Mr. England inquired about the status of the tower.

Mr. Kalayci stated that he had not heard back from FDOT on the limited access right of way line at the Cingular
tower. He noted he had been coordinating with Joe Borello, the FDOT Design Project Manager.

Mr. Colon stated that he had asked the utility company to give an estimate on the relocation cost. He stated that
they had not yet responded.
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PSL/K&S/C-T Transportation Projects
March 22, 2006 Progress Meeting Summary

6. Up-coming Meetings

A. March 31% Transportation Meeting

Ms. Richards confirmed the March 31% Transportation Meeting with Mr. Cooper.

Mr. Kalayci stated he would provide a report submittal up-date to Mr. Cooper and in particular outline the PAA
submittal.

B. April 3" FDOT Access Management/Variance Meeting for Crosstown Parkway Interchange

Mr. Flora stated that he wanted to make the City aware of this meeting being held should they be interested in
attending.

C. St. Lucie County-MPO Interchange PD&E Presentation

Ms. Smith explained that as part of the projects public involvement, a presentation needed to be made to the
MPO. She stated such a presentation is typically held prior to the public hearing.

Mr. England requested that the Team see if they can get on the April 5" agenda.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:00 A.M.

Keith and Schnars will rely on these notes as the approved record of matters discussed and conclusions reached during this meeting
unless you send the author written notice to the contrary within seven calendar days of receipt date of this meeting record.

Submitted by:

John Flora, R.A., AICP

Assistant Director, Project Development and Environment Services
Keith and Schnars, P.A.

Distribution: All Attendees
Project File Ksaltz/17125.01/Project Management/rev.6.13/March 23.06 Monthly Status
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June 28, 2005

RECORD OF MEETING

Third East-West Corridor Studies
Monthly Status Meeting
June 23, 2005
9:30 A.M.
Port St. Lucie City Hall, Engineering Conference Room

ATTENDEES

Name Company Telephone No. E-mail

Walter England City of PSL 772-871-5175 waltere@cityofpsl.com
Patricia Roebling City of PSL 772-871-5174 patr@cityofpsl.com

Bobbie Richards City of PSL 772-871-5175 brichards@cityofpsl.com
Tanzer Kalayci Keith and Schnars, P.A. 954-776-1616 tkalayci@keithandschnars.com
Debbie Wolfe Keith and Schnars, P.A. 407-834-1616 dwolfe@keithandschnars.com
Vicki Smith Keith and Schnars, P.A. 407-834-1616 vsmith@keithandschnars.com
John Flora Keith and Schnars, P.A. 407-834-1616 jflora@keithandschnars.com
Stef Matthes Culpepper & Terpening, Inc.  772-464-3537 smatthes@ct-eng.com

Via Teleconference:
Beatriz Caicedo FDOT, District 4 954-486-4336 beatriz.caicedo@dot.state.fl.us

Meeting Purpose:

Progress reporting on the six project studies being performed by Keith and Schnars, P.A. and Culpepper —
Terpening in the City of PSL (Third East-West River Crossing; W.Va/l-95 IJR; West Va. Corridor; Becker
Road/I-95 IJR, the Becker/I-95 Interchange PD&E, and the W.Va/l-95 Interchange PD&E).

Meeting Summary

1. Third East-West River Crossing

Ms. Smith stated the Project Team was still analyzing the issues relating to the projects logical termini. She said
she was encouraged by the guidance provided by FHWA since it provided flexibility.

Ms. Caicedo concurred the response was an opportunity to further analyze the issues. She stated, just follow
the request, the process will bring something the City can work with.

Ms. Smith explained that another meeting with FHWA was warranted to talk about the 4(f) issues associated
with some of the Alternatives, and she requested for Ms. Caicedo set up such a meeting.

Ms. Caicedo agreed that such a meeting would be very helpful. She requested that Ms. Smith send her an e-
mail with the request and she would set a meeting up with FHWA at their earliest convenience.

Mr. Kalayci outlined that the Project Team frame the project information so that the top-down construction
proposed for the bridge is clearly recognized as part of mitigation so the Agencies do not loose sight of the fact
the additional construction costs for this type of bridge building is part of the mitigation contributions.



Third East-West Corridor Projects
June 23, 2005 Progress Meeting
Summary

Ms. Smith concurred and stated that it was indeed a major portion of any mitigation that would be required.
Ms. Caicedo inquired about the relocation plan requirements and who would be working on it.
Mr. Kalayci stated Earth-Tech would be doing the work when we get to that phase of study.

Mr. England noted that a change order would be required to cover those expenses as they were never part of
the contract.

Mr. Kalayci stated we would have to know which alignment we are going to use before they can get started.

Ms. Smith mentioned that at the monthly transportation meeting, Mr. Cooper shared the Council’s concern
about how long this project is taking. Ms. Smith noted that FDOT had clearly advised the City, under normal
circumstances, a PD&E takes four to five years. She noted the complexity of this project makes it far from
normal. Ms. Smith stated it may be helpful to meet with the Council on a more frequent basis so they were
better informed about the process and why it takes as long as it does.

Mr. England concurred and suggested that instead of meeting with them during a regular meeting where they
are being bombarded with a myriad of issues, it would be more helpful and convenient to meet an hour or so
individually. He stated he would set things up accordingly.

2. Interchange PD&Es

Ms. Smith outlined a meeting had been set for July 27" with the water management district to resolve the
easement on the southwest corner of 1-95 and West Virginia, and to review the permitting requirements for the
two interchanges.

Mr. England stated he would have someone attend the meeting on the City’s behalf.

Ms. Roebling stated that the Project Team needed to contact the tower people to see if they will be alright with
the interchange layout. She noted that we need to make sure they have no issues even if we are not impacting
their land, just to be safe.

Mr. Kalayci concurred and stated he would have his engineers follow up on the matter.

Ms. Roebling also stated that an easement from FP&L would need to be obtained for the West Virginia
interchange.

The meeting was adjourned at 11:25 P.M.

Meeting Follow-up Action ltems

1. Ms. Smith will e-mail a request to Ms. Caicedo for an environmental meeting with FHWA.

2. Ms. Caicedo will follow up with FHWA to find out when their earliest convenience is.

3. Mr. Nassar will prepare a preliminary noise study as soon as possible to determine if their may be a
need for noise walls.

4. Mr. Kalayci to follow up with the engineering staff to: 1) Coordinate with the tower people at West
Virginia/l-95 and, 2) Look into the easement requirements with FP&L at West Virginia/I-95.

5. Mr. Groenhoff to get with Mr. England on Contract .04 expenses.
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Third East-West Corridor Projects
June 23, 2005 Progress Meeting
Summary

6. Mr. England will have his staff coordinate meetings with Council Members to up-date them on the
DEIS process.

Up-coming meetings

June 27™ - Meeting with South Florida Water Management District
July - City Council Retreat

TBD - Environmental Meeting w/ FHWA

Keith and Schnars will rely on these notes as the approved record of matters discussed and conclusions reached
during this meeting unless you send the author written notice to the contrary within seven calendar days of receipt
date of this meeting record.

Submitted by:

John Flora, R.A., AICP

Assistant Director, Project Development and Environment Services
Keith and Schnars, P.A.

Distribution:  All Attendees

Project File
Ksaltz/17125.01/Project Management/rev.6.13/June 23.05 Monthly Status mtg
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May 26, 2005
Rev. June 13, 2005

RECORD OF MEETING

Third East-West Corridor Studies
Monthly Status Meeting

May 19, 2005
9:30 A.M.
Port St. Lucie City Hall, Engineering Conference Room
ATTENDEES
Name Company Telephone No. E-mail
Beatriz Caicedo FDOT, District 4 954-486-4336 beatriz.caicedo@dot.state.fl.us
Walter England City of PSL 772-871-5175 waltere@cityofpsl.com
Patricia Roebling City of PSL 772-871-5174 patr@cityofpsl.com
Bobbie Richards City of PSL 772-871-5175 brichards@cityofpsl.com
Tanzer Kalayci Keith and Schnars, P.A. 954-776-1616 tkalayci@keithandschnars.com
Michael Davis Keith and Schnars, P.A. 954-776-1616 mdavis@keithandschnars.com
Vicki Smith Keith and Schnars, P.A. 407-834-1616 vsmith@keithandschnars.com
John Flora Keith and Schnars, P.A. 407-834-1616 jflora@keithandschnars.com
Stef Matthes Culpepper & Terpening, Inc.  772-464-3537 smatthes@ct-eng.com

Meeting Purpose:

Progress reporting on the six project studies being performed by Keith and Schnars, P.A. and Culpepper —
Terpening in the City of PSL (Third East-West River Crossing; W.Va/l-95 IJR; West Va. Corridor; Becker
Road/I-95 IJR, the Becker/I-95 Interchange PD&E, and the W.Va/l-95 Interchange PD&E).

Meeting Summary

1. Third East-West River Crossing

FHWA Meeting
Ms. Smith started the meeting by outlining the issues that will be associated with the June 9™ presentation to
FHWA.

Ms. Caicedo stated the meeting needs to be heavily focused on traffic and justifying the Floresta Logical
Termini. She explained that their intent is to be comfortable with something that would stand up in court.

Mr. Kalayci asked Ms. Caicedo if in fact Federal Funds had been used to fund the project, or if it was funded
by State monies.

Ms. Caicedo said that she did not know but would find out and inform the Project Team.

Mr. Davis noted the issue was not a matter of re-determining where the logical termini should be, but
explaining to FHWA why it is Floresta. He noted that it is not FHWAs policy to back-track on a decision that
had made even if by other FHWA staff. He made reference to the “Red Book” policy that had been developed.
He explained that it was not for us to debate the logical termini, but to explain why it is Floresta. Mr. Davis
noted the FDOT letter that was asked to be prepared by FHWA was legally relevant.
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Mr. England noted that Kevin Stinet of the Indian River Keepers will probably file a law suit no matter what.
Ms. Smith inquired about how much time will be provided for the meeting, and who would be there.

Ms. Caicedo stated that it would be no more than two hours, but would need to get back with Vicki to let her
know who from FHWA would be there.

Mr. Davis requested that the power point presentation be started by showing the letter on the screen.

Mr. Kalayci inquired about the issue of Alternate 2A (Walters Terrace) going further west of Floresta. He
noted that it has been incorrectly shown and requested the project visuals be adjusted to accurately show that the
City would be building up to Floresta which ever Alternative was selected and it doesn’t matter if it is up to
Floresta either at West Virginia or at Walter’s Terrace.

Mr. England concurred. He stated if Alternative 2A was selected, the corridor would be built to Walters
Terrance and not to West Virginia. He said the City will build to where ever it is needed. Mr. England further
explained that the parcels already purchased along West Virginia between Manth and Floresta would be
auctioned off with no problem.

Mr. Kalayci stated that for Floresta to be a logical termini, it needs to be a roadway greater than 2-lanes. He
inquired to whether it was modeled as a four lane and if it was in the City’s Capital Improvements Program.

Mr. Davis clarified that it was in the modeling as a four-lane road.

Ms. Roebling stated that they were going to be putting 4-laning Floresta from South Bend to Prima Vista into
the Capital Improvements Program this year, but was not certain it would be approved due to political concerns
about land uses changes.

Logical Termini Letter
Ms. Smith distributed the draft Logical Termini Letter for every ones review.

Ms. Caicedo stated that she would have her comments on Monday the 23".

Core Meeting
Ms. Smith distributed the May 25" Core Meeting Agenda for everyone’s review.

Mr. Davis state all references to avoidance or minimization needed to be eliminated, as those issues were not
relevant to what the meeting had been set up for.

DEIS Schedule
Ms. Smith asked Beatriz if they could back together on the review time frames that were previously outlined so
that the schedule could be up-dated.

Ms. Caicedo stated that she would get with Vicki via telephone.

Mr. Kalayci stressed to Ms. Caicedo that the schedule needed to be adhered to on FDOTSs end. He cautioned
that the review times she would be outlining needed to be conservative.

Mr. Davis stated that Mr. Groenhoff had committed to being able to make up the week of lost time due to the
Departments review delay.
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Ms. Smith noted other delays that were being caused by FDOT and FHWA. She explained that by FHWA not
signing off on the Class of Action, it was having a major impact on getting things processed like the project’s
NOI and the 4(f) application. These were scheduled to go out in April; now due to FDOT and FHWA we will
have to wait until June, if not July. Ms. Smith noted that due to the continued delays caused by the Department
and FHWA, as well as other delays experienced, the Project Team will start documenting them so that the City
will understand why the process is taking longer than usual.

Ms Caicedo stated that she still wanted to give a brief presentation to the District on June 15" for the FDOT
Secretaries. She asked Vicki to do a five minute power point for her.

Ms. Smith suggested she do the FHWA power point first and then they could extract portions for the District
power point.

Ms. Caicedo concurred.

2. Interchange PD&Es

Mr. England suggested that he amend the MPO’s LRTP to specifically show the interchange at West Virginia
and 1-95 to dismiss concerns expressed by the Department and FHWA. He stated it could be taken care of at
their next meeting.

Ms. Caicedo concurred that would be very helpful.

Mr. Kalayci stated that he would be having a meeting with Mr. Cooper to explain that the interchange at West
Virginia and 1-95 the Project Team would be designing was for $25 million. If the developers wanted more for
additional capacity, they would need to pay for the difference.

Mr. England concurred that was appropriate.

Mr. Kalayci brought to Mr. England’s attention that based on documents received from Kolter, it reflected the
entire south west quadrant of the WV A/I-95 interchange had been designated as a conservation easement that
specifically prohibited roads. Mr. Kalayci further explained that if this was indeed the case, it would possibly
kill the project, or delay the project significantly. He said this kind of issue was not in the realm of what Keith
and Schnars had agreed to do.

Mr. Flora inquired if the linear facility provision would be an option since the language specifically outlines the
prohibition of roadways.

Mr. Dauvis stated the linear facility provision probably would not be an option.
Mr. England agreed and stated that he would look into and the City would get it fixed if there is a problem.

Mr. Kalayci inquired if the City wanted a sidewalk on the north side of the West Virginia bridge of 1-95 if they
were not going to have a sidewalk on the north side behind Lake Charles. He said they needed to know for the
bridges design.

Mr. England said yes they did want it on the north side of the bridge as well. He stated they would probably be
putting a sidewalk in on the north side of the roadway behind Lake Charles for safety.

Ms. Smith suggested for the monthly Progress Meeting there be two meetings; one in the morning for the

3o0f4



Third East-West Corridor Projects
May 19, 2005 Progress Meeting
Summary

planning projects; and one in the afternoon for the design projects.
Ms. Richards stated that she would look into everyone’s schedule to see if that would work.
The meeting was adjourned at 11:45 P.M.

Meeting Follow-up Action ltems

1. Ms. Caicedo will provide Ms. Smith her comments on Monday, May 23" regarding the Logical
Termini letter.

2. Ms. Caicedo will follow up with FHWA to find out who at FHWA would be attending the meeting on
June 9" and would let Vicki know the week of May 23",

3. Msci Smith will finalize the draft of the FHWA power point and get it to Ms. Caicedo the week of May
23"

4. Mr. England to amend the MPO’s LRTP to specifically identify the interchange at West Virginia and I-
95.

5. Mr. England will resolve the situation with the conservation easement on the south west quadrant of
the West Virginia and 1-95 interchange.

6. Mr. Kalayci will set up a meeting with Mr. Cooper to discuss the $25 million dollar limit for the West
Virginia and 1-95 interchange.

Up-coming meetings

May 25™ Third East-West River Crossing Core Group Meeting
May 27" Transportation Meeting w/ Mr. Cooper

June 9" FHWA Meeting in Tallahassee

June 15™ District 4 w/ Beatriz presenting

June 23" Planning Progress Meeting @ 9:30 A.M.

June 23" Design Progress Meeting @ 2:00 P.M.

Keith and Schnars will rely on these notes as the approved record of matters discussed and conclusions reached
during this meeting unless you send the author written notice to the contrary within seven calendar days of receipt
date of this meeting record.

Submitted by:

John Flora, R.A., AICP

Assistant Director, Project Development and Environment Services
Keith and Schnars, P.A.

Distribution:  All Attendees

Project File
Ksaltz/17125.01/Project Management/rev.6.13/May 19.05 Monthly Status mtg
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VERBAL COMMENTS:

The items listed below summarize additional comments, questions and statements that were made directly to the
project representatives/consultants during the workshop:

OFPOSITION TO SPECIFIC ALTERNATIVES

e Some attendees expressed opposition expressed to the Walter’s Terrace Alternative (2A) by Walter’s
Terrace residents. It was also noted that the Walter’s Terrace alignment was close to Floresta
Elementary School

e A number of people expressed opposition to Alternative 1C due to its having the greatest number of
environmental impacts.

e Residents of the La Buona Vita expressed their opposition to Alternatives that impacted their
Community

o Individuals from unincorporated St. Lucie Count expressed opposition to Alternative 6 A

IMPACTS TO RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES
e A number of people were concerned that their homes would be impacted by one or more of the current
alternatives. The greatest concerns appeared to be expressed by residents of the La Buona Vita
Community, Hidden River Estates, and residents that live on Walters Terrace.

PREFERRED ALTERNATIVES

e Numerous people preferred the Walter’s Terrace alternative (2A) because it is the most direct route and
provided direct connection with Walton Road as well as the future downtown St. Lucie area.

BUFFERS
e Some individuals questions expressed concern that adequate buffering was going to be provided if the
proposed buffer design is used. However, these attendees complimented the City in providing ample
width for buffering.
NEED FOR A NEW BRIDGE

e There was a general consensus that current congestion on the existing cast-west river crossings is
undesirable and a remedy is needed.

¢ Some individuals questioned the need for the bridge at all and others questioned the need given the
projected impacts of a new bridge.

e A number of individuals asked why the City would be building a six lane road that would intersect with
a two-laned Floresta Drive.

NUMBER OF LANES
e There were numerous people who voiced opposition to six-laning the corridor.
ENVIRONMENTAL MPACTS

o There were a few meeting attendees who voiced that they desire no disturbance to the river whatsoever
even if the City must ‘halt” the growth citywide to stop the pressure driving this project.

e Some attendees felt that the needs of the human community outweigh the needs of turtles and other
wildlife.


















February 28, 2005

RECORD OF MEETING

Third East-West Corridor Studies
Monthly Status Meeting
February 16, 2005
9:30 A.M.
Port St. Lucie City Hall, Engineering Conference Room

ATTENDEES

Name Company Telephone No. E-mail

Beatriz Caicedo FDOT, District 4 954-486-4336 beatriz.caicedo@dot.state.fl.us
Don Cooper City of PSL 772-871-5175 donc@cityofpsl.com

Walter England City of PSL 772-871-5175 waltere@cityofpsl.com
Bobbie Richards City of PSL 772-871-5175 brichards@cityofpsl.com
Patricia Roebling City of PSL 772-871-5174 patriciar@cityofpsl.com
Michael Davis Keith and Schnars, P.A. 954-776-1616 mdavis@keithandschnars.com
Vicki Smith Keith and Schnars, P.A. 407-834-1616 vsmith@XKkeithandschnars.com
John Flora Keith and Schnars, P.A. 407-834-1616 jflora@Xkeithandschnars.com
Gary Basham Culpepper & Terpening, Inc.  772-464-3537 gbasham@ct-eng.com

Meeting Purpose:

Progress reporting on the six project studies being performed by Keith and Schnars, P.A. and Culpepper —
Terpening in the City of PSL (Third East-West River Crossing; W.Va/l-95 IJR; West Va. Corridor; Becker
Road/I-95 IJR, the Becker/I-95 Interchange PD&E, and the W.Va/l-95 Interchange PD&E).

Meeting Summary

1. Transportation Group Meeting Summary

Mr. England started the meeting by provided an overview of the Transportation Group Meeting held Friday,
February 11, 2005. He stated that Mr. Cooper was now the designated Project Manager for all of the West
Virginia Drive Projects. He explained that he was not sure how this would change Keith and Schnars’
communications to the City about the projects, but until future notice, Keith and Schnars should copy Mr.
Cooper on everything.

2. West Virginia Corridor

Ms. Roebling stated she wanted one more opportunity to go through the report. She stated she has the material
but just needed to schedule a time for her review. She stated she would make her review on Thursday, February
17" and prepare a letter for Mr. Cooper.

Mr. Davis inquired to whether the City would want a public presentation on the entire “Master Plan” of all the
transportation improvements.

Mr. England said it was not necessary. He said Mr. Cooper was going to be hiring a Public Relations Company
to do a media blitz for the election and bond issues.



Third East-West Corridor Study
February 16, 2005 Progress Meeting Summary

3. DEIS/PD&E

Class of Action
Ms. Caicedo reported that the Class of Action Report had been forwarded to FHWA for their review over five
months ago, and she said she still has not heard back yet. She stated she would follow up with Ms. Mendoza.

Corridor Report

Ms. Smith stated the report had been prepared and distributed to all TAC and EAC Members. She explained
the review process that would take place over the next two months. She noted that their will be a meeting with
the TAC and EAC on March 8"; a public workshop on March 23; and a follow up meeting with the TAC and
EAC in April.

Ms. Smith reiterated the objective in this review process is to come out with the agreement to take two or
possibly three bridge crossing options into the DEIS. She stated, a letter of agreement from DEP, the Corp., and
the Water Management District might be the type of binding agreement.

Ms. Caicedo suggested all members be telephoned to remind them of the meeting a few days prior to March 8.
Ms. Caicedo also stated she could not convey FDOT support of the project unless the items in the Douglas
O’Hara Memorandum dated January 27, 2005 had been successfully addressed.

Ms. Smith noted that Andre Groenhoff had already begun addressing the items.

Mr. England requested copies of the Third East West Corridor Report be sent to Mr. Pruitt and Ms. Gayle
Harrell after the March 8" meeting.

4. West Virginia and Becker Road 1JRs

Ms Smith provided an up date on the status of the two IJRs. She stated that Mr. De Primo conveyed any
advance purchase of right of way for the interchange would not be relevant to the PD&E process.

Mr. England requested for Ms. Smith to get that in writing from Mr. De Primo.

Ms. Smith submitted two copies each of the AN packages (W.Va./I-95 and Becker Rd./1-95 Interchanges) to
Ms. Caicedo for the FDOT review. She explained that the Department would need to provide a quick turn
around time for the review.

Ms. Caicedo agreed to have her comments submitted no later than Friday, February 18"

Mr. Cooper arrived at 11:30 AM.

Mr. Cooper gave an overview of the up coming election and bonds. He stated the election would be in late
May or early June. He explained the first bond issuance would be for $50 million and would cover the

construction of the Turnpike Bridge, the design for 1-95/W.Va., and the design for Sections 2 and 4. He further
explained, the second bond issuance would be for the design of West Virginia west of 1-95.
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Third East-West Corridor Study
February 16, 2005 Progress Meeting Summary
Ms. Smith gave a recap of what was discussed in the previous two hours.

Ms. Smith noted one of the questions that came up was what needed to be done as far as getting sign off on the
Corridor Project for final payment. She asked if it needed to go before Council.

Mr. Cooper said that it was not a Council issue; all he needed was a letter fro Walter or his staff.

Ms. Smith also inquired to whether the next newsletter should be mailed City-wide.

Mr. Cooper stated that he did want it mailed City-wide.

Mr. England stated to include the Savannahs and the Savannah Club residents.

Mr. Cooper referenced the meeting with the Lake Charles residents. He stated that what they were asking for
was not that unreasonable. Hstated that we can leave the berm and augment the existing plantings with hostile
plant material. He noted the construction of a wall was out of the question due to its cost. He suggested the

Study Team explore a quiet asphalt for those sections between 1-95 and the Turnpike.

Meeting Follow-up Action ltems

1. Ms. Caicedo will provide Ms. Smith her comments regarding the two interchange AN packages by
February 18",

2. Ms. Caicedo will follow up with Ms. Mendoza on the Class of Action.

Ms. Roebling will finalize her review of the Corridor Project and forward a letter to Mr. Cooper.

4. Ms. Smith to request a letter from Mr. De Primo regarding the advance right of way purchase with
respect to the PD&E process.

w

Up-coming meetings

February 28" DIRC meeting at Distict 4

March 8" TAC/EAC Meeting

March 9" 1-95 Interchanges public meeting

March 23" DEIS public meeting for corridor and alternatives selection
December Progress Meeting: TBD

The meeting was adjourned at 1:40 P.M.

Keith and Schnars will rely on these notes as the approved record of matters discussed and conclusions reached
during this meeting unless you send the author written notice to the contrary within seven calendar days of receipt
date of this meeting record.

Submitted by:

John Flora, R.A., AICP

Assistant Director, Project Development and Environment Services
Keith and Schnars, P.A.

Distribution:  All Attendees

Project File
Ksaltz/17125.01/Project Management/February 16.05 Monthly Status mtg
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November 22, 2004

RECORD OF MEETING

Third East-West Corridor Studies
Monthly Status Meeting
November 18, 2004
9:30 A.M.
Port St. Lucie City Hall, Engineering Conference Room

ATTENDEES

Name Company Telephone No. E-mail

Beatriz Caicedo FDOT, District 4 954-486-4336 beatriz.caicedo@dot.state.fl.us
Walter England City of PSL 772-871-5175 waltere@cityofpsl.com
Bobbie Richards City of PSL 772-871-5175 brichards@cityofpsl.com
Patricia Roebling City of PSL 772-871-5175 patriciar@cityofpsl.com
Tanzer Kalayci Keith and Schnars, P.A. 954-776-1616 tkalayci@keithandschnars.com
Michael Davis Keith and Schnars, P.A. 954-776-1616 mdavis@keithandschnars.com
Vicki Smith Keith and Schnars, P.A. 407-834-1616 vsmith@XKkeithandschnars.com
John Flora Keith and Schnars, P.A. 407-834-1616 jflora@Xkeithandschnars.com
Stef Matthes Culpepper & Terpening, Inc.  772-464-3537 smatthes@ct-eng.com

Meeting Purpose:

Progress reporting on the four project studies being performed by Keith and Schnars, P.A. and Culpepper —
Terpening in the City of PSL, Third East-West River Crossing; W. Va/l-95 IJR; West Va. Corridor; and the
Becker Road/1-95 1JR.

Meeting Summary

1. West Virginia Corridor

Mr. England stated that he thought the reviews had been finalized and stated he would get the information
upstairs so the project could be closed out.

Ms. Roebling stated she wanted one more opportunity to go through the report. She requested that she be
provided with another set of all the documents. She outlined that Keith and Schnars would need to write a letter
to Walter stating the contract had been fulfilled and that final payment is being requested.

Mr. Mathis and Mr. Flora stated they would have the project information to Ms. Roebling on Monday.

Ms. Roebling stated she would have her review done in time in order for the project to be taken to City Council
on their January 10™ meeting.

2. DEIS/PD&E

Class of Action

Ms. Caicedo reported that the Class of Action Report had been forwarded to FHWA for their review and
comment, and she said Ms. Mendoza had been out on vacation so she had not heard anything. She stated she
would follow up when Ms. Mendoza gets back.

Corridor Report



Third East-West Corridor Study
November 18, 2004 Progress Meeting Summary
Mr. England stated he had reviewed the report and had submitted all his comments to Ms. Smith.

Ms. Smith stated all comments had been incorporated and she delivered two up-dated copies to the City. She
also delivered three copies to Ms. Caicedo for the formal submittal to FDOT.

Ms. Smith outlined the next steps in getting the report to the agencies for their review and she inquired if FDOT
would still need a month to review before the report could be sent out to the advisory groups and agencies.

Ms. Caicedo stated the Department still would need one month for their review, but stated the reports could be
sent out concurrent with the Department’s review.

Ms. Caicedo stated if Keith and Schnars does not hear from her within the following week, go ahead and send
to the agencies on November 29™.

Ms. Smith reviewed the frequently asked questions.

Mr. Kalayci stated he was very troubled with question number 12, about the Walton Road Bridge. He did not
feel any mention of that project should be in this report. He stated it was a dead project, so why bring it up.

Mr. England and Ms. Caicedo stated that it needed to be address because the issue keeps being brought up.
They explained that the answer will state the project is dead.

Mr. Kalayci state then the wording is all wrong.

Mr. Davis noted that in each of these questions the first sentence of the answer needs to answer the question.
The following text can provide the explanation.

Ms. Caicedo stated that she had concerns about the wording on many of the questions and answers.

Mr. Davis stated that over the next week, the questions and answers would be reworded. He stated the Project
Team would work with Ms. Caicedo over the next week to get the questions and answers right.

Mr. Flora noted that the Frequently Asked Questions would need to be revised before the reports could be sent
out to the agencies.

Ms. Caicedo stated she would have them reviewed and have her comment finalized early next week.

Ms. Smith explained that with the agency submittal running concurrent with the FDOT review, the advisory
group meetings could occur in mid January.

Ms. Caicedo stated mid January would be reasonable.

Ms. Smith stated she would adjust the schedule accordingly.
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Third East-West Corridor Study
November 18, 2004 Progress Meeting Summary

3. West Virginia and Becker Road 1JRs

Mr. Davis briefed everyone on the meeting he and Mr. Groenhoff had with Mr. Cooper earlier in the week. Mr.
Davis reported they were able to cut Mr. Cooper’s expectation for 16 million square feet of office space down to
8 million. Unfortunately, the 8 million was still twice what could work.

Mr. England stated Mr. Cooper would never accept 4 million.

Mr. Davis agreed to follow up the conversation he had with Mr. Cooper with another conversation to see if he
can get him to understand that four to four and a half million is about the maximum the proposed network could
handle, and most importantly, that is the maximum both the TCRPC would approve not to mention FDOT.

Mr. Davis presented an overall schedule for the various phases for the different work orders.

There was a discussion about the status of the West Virginia/Turnpike Bridge with respect to the landscape and
streetscape design.

Mr. England instructed the following:

1. Keith and Schnars submit a proposal for the Design/Construction Docs. For the West Virginia/l-95
Interchange

2. Inthe West Virginia/l-95 proposal, as a separate item, include a Design/Construction Docs. proposal for
the roadway corridor between the 1-95 touchdown to the Turnpike Bridge touch down.

3. Inthe proposal include cost for landscape/streetscape design and construction docs., and all public
workshop meetings with the neighborhoods.

4. Attend a meeting with American to coordinate landscape/streetscape in December.

5. Provided the Design Proposal is approved, a meeting with the CAC is to be set up in mid to late January
in advance of the annual state of the City retreat.

6. Following the City retreat, a public workshop will be held for the aesthetics.

4. 1-95 Interchange SEIRs — Becker Road and West Virginia Drive

Mr. England stated the contracts would be on the December 6" City Council for approval.

Meeting Follow-up Action Items

1. Keith and Schnars staff will draft proposals for the work orders for the West Virginia/l-95 interchange

design, and include the roadway corridor design between the 1-95 touch down to the Turnpike Bridge

touch down.

Keith and Schnars staff will draft work order proposal for Becker Road/I-95 interchange design.

City Staff will complete their review of the Third East-West River Crossing Corridor Report.

Michael Davis will coordinate meeting with Mr. Cooper regarding realistic FAR.

Ms. Richards will coordinate December meeting with Keith and Schnars and American to address

landscape/streetscape issues.

6. City staff will present the West Virginia/I-95 and the Becker/1-95 SEIRs to City Council at the
December 6" meeting.

7. Ms. Caicedo will provide Ms. Smith her comments regarding the FAQs the week of November 22™.

g wn
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Third East-West Corridor Study
November 18, 2004 Progress Meeting Summary

Ms. Caicedo will follow up with Ms. Mendoza on the Class of Action.

9. Ms. Roebling will finalize her review of the Corridor Project and forward to City Council for
acceptance at their January 10" meeting.

10. Keith and Schnars staff to distribute Bridge Crossing Corridor Report to Advisory Groups once the

FAQs have been rewritten.

o

Up-coming meetings

December 6, 2004: City Council Approvals for SEIRs

December 9, 2004: FHWA meeting in Tallahassee

Week of December 13™: Meeting w/ City, Keith and Schnars, and American
Michael Davis-Don Cooper Meeting: TBS

December Progress Meeting: TBD

The meeting was adjourned at 12:10 P.M.

Keith and Schnars will rely on these notes as the approved record of matters discussed and conclusions reached
during this meeting unless you send the author written notice to the contrary within seven calendar days of receipt
date of this meeting record.

Submitted by:

John Flora, R.A., AICP

Assistant Director, Project Development and Environment Services
Keith and Schnars, P.A.

Distribution:  All Attendees

Project File
Ksaltz/17125.01/Project Management/November 18.04 Monthly Status mtg
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City of Port St. Lucie
Third East-West River Crossing PD&E Study
La Buona Vita Homeowners Meeting
April 19, 2004
7:00 PM -8:30 PM

LOCATION: La Buona Vita Clubhouse
8601 S. Federal Highway
Port St. Lucie, Florida 34952

PURPOSE: The purpose of the La Buona Vita Homeowners meeting was to provide La Bouona
residents to opportunity to learn about and comment on proposed alternative corridors
for the Third East-West River Crossing.

Attendees:  Approximately 130 La Buona Vita residents
Walter England, City Engineer, City of Port St. Lucie
Patricia Roebling, Assistant City Engineer, City of Port St. Lucie
Tom Daily, President, La Buona Vita Homeowners Association
John Flora, Keith and Schnars, P.A.
Derek D. Hudson, Keith and Schnars, P.A.

SUMMARY OF MEETING:

The method of invitation for the workshop included a flyer provided to approximately 189 recipients
identified as residents of the La Buona Vita community. The meeting was conducted in a format which
included a formal presentation and a period for questions and comments.

The study information on display at the meeting included an evaluation area map display board, an
alternatives aerial board, and a power point presentation. This information shared in the presentation
and the display boards included:

The PD&E Study Process

History of the project

An overview of the project
Descriptions of Alternative Alignments
Project Schedule

Typical sections

The public involvement process

Attendees were encouraged to share their thoughts, opinions, and suggestions and were provided with
comment forms. Each comment form included the city of Port St. Lucie project mailing address, and
the project toll free hotline. The comment forms also provided the opportunity for attendees to provide
mailing list signup information.

The meeting began with Mr. Tom Daily, the president of the La Buona Vita Homeowners Association
introducing the members of the study team who were present. John Flora then gave a formal Power-
point presentation. A copy of the Power-point presentation is attached. In his presentation, Mr. Flora
described the Conservation and Recreation Lands (CARL) program and the role that state agencies



have in the project study process. He further explained that the northern alignment alternatives were
identified in recent months as a result of the Department of Environmental Protection’s (DEP) desire to
avoid crossing CARL property owned by the State. Mr. Flora described the impacts of each of the
current alternatives including a focus on the possible impacts that Alternative 6A and Alternative 6B
would have on the La Buona Vita community. Alternative 6A impacts the northern section of the La
Buona Vita community and would result in the acquisition of homes on Natalie Drive. Alternative 6B
impacts the southern area of the neighborhood and would result in the acquisition of homes on
Florence Drive.

A comment/question and answer period followed Mr. Flora’s presentation.

Comment: | am getting the impression that it is easier to displace families than to take displaced
CARL lands. (Attendees responded with applause). La Buona Vita is not a trailer park but a cohesive
family of manufactured home owners. It is one of the top communities of its type in Southeast Florida.
Therefore, neighbors stick together even to the point of helping each other with lawyers’ fees. Also,
we are not within the city limits of Port St. Lucie.

Mr. Tom Daily: Vicki Smith, the Keith and Schnars project manager has acknowledged that 189
senior citizens is in fact a strong lobby.

Mr. Daily went on to read aloud and verbatim, a letter from City of Port St. Lucie Mayor Minsky. In
the letter, Mayor Minsky expressed that the City’s opposition to a northern river crossing alignment.
(Attendees applauded).

Mr. Dale Miller: Mr. Miller stated that he resides on Barb Ann Lane. He explained that his receipt
of the notice for this meeting was his first notification of this developing situation with the northern
alternative river crossings. He then handed a copy of his typewritten comments to Walter England
(City of Port St. Lucie), John Flora (Keith and Schnars), and Derek Hudson, (Keith and Schnars). Mr.
Miller then read his comments aloud to attendees. After presenting his written comments, Mr. Miller
emphasized his support of Alternative 1C as the preferred alternatives.

Mr. Dale Miller: Why did the City sell the CARL lands to the DEP and how can La Buona Vita be so
impacted by the City when La Buona Vita is not even a part of the City of Port St. Lucie? No one
would have purchased homes in La Buona Vita if this had been communicated 20 years ago.

Response: Mr. Flora responded by explaining the some of the alignments indicated in the meeting
announcement flyer have been eliminated since the flyer was mailed. He reminded attendees that the
City has expressed opposition to the northern alignments. He also pointed out the transportation
problems is a regional issue, not just an issue inside the city limits.

Mr. Dale Miller: At the project website | read that the City took it upon itself to do this: The
alternatives are there. If the City can promise that Alternatives 6A and 6B are the only options, I’'m
gone.

Walter England: The first study search for place to cross the river was done in 1989. Ultimately the
City decided to that it liked a West Virginia Drive alignment for the crossing. At the time, the current
CARL land was already in the Trust for Public Lands but was owned by General Development. Since
the Trust for Public Lands was unable to pay General Development. Since the Trust for Public Lands
was unable to pay for the property, the City of Port St. Lucie acquired the property. Realizing the need



to build some 175 miles of roadway and not having the funds to do so, the City sold the property to
DEP. Only West Virginia Drive has some semblance of running eastward and westward across the
City to U.S. 1. The City had, at that point in time, selected a West Virginia alignment as the
preference. A total of $ 1.1 million has come from the federal government to do the current study.
Another $ 20 million came from the state of Florida for a new bridge. Because of the funding sources,
the City, explained Mr. England, must go through the current study process.

Mr. England described the meeting process involving the various governmental agencies such as the
DEP, the U.S. Coast Guard and others associated with a PD&E Study. He further explained that
Alternative 6A and Alternative 6B were created because the DEP wants the CARL lands to be
avoided. The City owns a piece of land which could br used for Alternatives 6A and 6B. As part of
the study process, the input of La Buona Vita residents is needed to create documentation regarding
social impacts, etc. An Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) has to be done and approved before
there can be a new bridge.

Mr. England explained that the stretch of roadway from 1-95 to Floresta Drive is the part of the West
Virginia corridor that the City is paying for so that people who live adjacent to the corridor will not
have to be in limbo regarding the sell of their homes, relocation, etc. That is, this part was de-
federalized so that it could be done more reasonably in terms of impacts to property owners. By de-
federalizing, the city has already purchased some 270 of 474 needed properties at a cost of over $20
million.

Carol Richalter: If we are nott going to displace a turtle that you can pick up and move or a tree that
you can dig up and move, then why displace people from La Buona Vita? There is no place like this
on the Treasure Coast.

Question: A gentlemen acknowledged his not being a resident of La Buona Vita and commented that
at a public meeting one year ago, only two alignments were indicated. Surely Walton Road is the only
choice. Is that alignment still on the table?

John Flora: The Original Walters Terrace alignment is basically unchanged.

Question: When will the study be completed? Will there be opportunities to speak?

John Flora: The length of the study is 36 months. A decision-making meeting will probably be held
in late summer (2004). This meeting will be held to select a preferred alternative. Next, more detailed
analysis of the preferred alternative will take place. By late fall, 2004, a public hearing will be held
which will followed by federal review of findings. Two years from now the study should be complete.

Question: Why can’t the alignment just go straight out to U.S. 1 without impacting La Buona Vita
and why come into the Savannahs?

John Flora: There are spacing requirements and a new intersection could be created.

Comment: Village Green should be the way since the Savannahs is entrance is really a private
driveway.

Question: Why consider Alternative 6B since it would impact Liberty Medical, a large employer?



John Flora: Alternative 6B would have minimal impact on Liberty Medical Hospital. The County
has approved some development in the area where a gopher tortoise at La Buona Vita reportedly has
been sighted. Therefore, the gopher tortoise may have to be relocated.

Dale Miller: 1s 6B dead?
John Flora: Not completely.

Tom Daily: As president of the Coop, Mr. Daily said that he had written a letter as soon as he found
out about the new alternatives. He said he had spoken with attorneys at Render McClosky and they
were not worried or panicked.

Comment: | am a former public official in this county. | hope that you are not humoring us by saying
you are listening.

John Flora: No problem. We are listening.
Question: Is the time frame flexible for a new bridge given the current growth rate?

John Flora: It (the bridge) is needed now. If there is no bridge by 2007, the traffic (congestion) will
become significantly worse.

Walter England: The midpoint to Floresta Drive has already failed in Level of Service (LOS)
although the projection was for 2007. St. Lucie Boulevard is already at LOS F so that it is a parking
lot or continuous stop and go traffic. Busier roads are already at LOS F. Growth is here. Mr. England
added that he prefers a southern route.

Comment: This seems to be a city problem. So why keep approving building permits if you don’t
know where the people will drive?

John Flora: There are several issues. For example, some lots were plated a number of years ago so
that the property owners have vested rights.

Comment: It seems that the issue of a new bridge is to get people to U.S. 1 so that they can get in line
at U.S. 1. So why keep widening roads just to bring them back down to 2 lanes?

There were not further comments or questions. The attendees were encouraged to make written
comments on the comment forms that were provided by the study team or to write letters expressing
their opinions. Attendees were also reminded of the project website and the toll free project hotline.

The meeting adjourned at approximately 8:15 pm.

Attachments: Meeting flyer
Power-point presentation handout
Written comments c/o Mr. Dale Miller
Sample Written Comments Form

































Attendees:

Name

RECORD OF MEETING

Third East-West River Crossing PD&E Study
Scoping Meeting
January 29, 2004
9:30 - 3:30 P.M.

Port St. Lucie Community Center

2195 SE Airoso Boulevard, Port St. Lucie, Florida

Company/Agency

Telephone No.

E-mail

Walter England
Roberta Richards
Patricia Roebling

City of Port St. Lucie
City of Port St. Lucie
City of Port St. Lucie

Beatriz Caicedo-Madison FDOT District 4

Eric Nelson
Mindy Parrot
Kathy Malone
Tim Gray

Bill Howell
George Jones
Danny Jones
Bruce Offord
Jeffrey Beal
Greg Kaufman
Daniel Griffin
Tori White
Brad Rieck
Matthew Goff
Veronica Boza
Ed Colon
John Flora

Andre Groenhoff

Derek Hudson
Fadi Nassar
Vicki Smith
Kris Stewart

Meeting Purpose:

US Env. Protection Agency
SFWMD

SFWMD

DEP

DEP

DEP/Recr. and Parks
DEP/Recr. and Parks

DEP

DEP/Aquatic Preserve
DEP/Recr. and Parks
DEP/Rec. and Parks

US Army Corps of Engineers
US Fish & Wildlife
Ecological Associates, Inc.
Keith and Schnars P.A.
Keith and Schnars P.A.
Keith and Schnars P.A.
Keith and Schnars P.A.
Keith and Schnars P.A.
Keith and Schnars P.A.
Keith and Schnars P.A.
Keith and Schnars P.A.

772-871-5175
772-871-5175
772-871-5175
954-777-4336
561-616-8824
561-682-2065
561-682-6815
561-681-6708
850-245-2118
772-546-0900
772-546-0900
561-681-6630
772-873-6590
772-340-7530
772-340-7530
561-472-3517
772-562-3909
772-334-3729
954-776-1616
407-834-1616
407-834-1616
954-776-1616
407-834-1616
954-776-1616
407-834-1616
954-776-1616

waltere@cityofpsl.com
brichards@cityofpsl.com
patr@cityofpsl.com
beatriz.caicedo@dot.state.fl.us
nelson.erich@epa.gov
mparrott@sfwmd.gov
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To invite early participation of agencies in determination of the viability of a Third East-West River Crossing
between Port St. Lucie Boulevard and Prima Vista Boulevard. The meeting purpose is also to determine scope and
significance of issues, identify and eliminate non-significant issues, identify other studies that may impact the area
and identify permits, licenses, or entitlements necessary with the various corridor alignments being explored in this
Environmental Impact Study.

Meeting Summary:

There were a variety of issues and topics discussed through the course of the meeting. The following summarizes

the most salient issues:



Welcome and Introduction

Ms. Smith began the meeting with a summary of the meeting purpose and the Project Development and
Environmental Study (PD&E) process. The study will be conducted utilizing the FDOT PD&E Study process as an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). The study will evaluate the need for a third east-west river crossing over the
North Fork of the St. Lucie River to connect US 1 to the proposed West Virginia Corridor. The study evaluates the
potential environmental, social, natural and physical impacts resulting from the proposed improvements and
examines ways to avoid or minimize those impacts. Close coordination with all regulatory agencies and the public
will be part of the decision making process. The goal is to gain consensus and select a preferred alignment,
document all findings, and obtain a record of decision from the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA).

Project Overview

Ms. Smith reviewed the project limits, and project location and land use maps. The PD&E Study is one of three
studies to develop a third east-west transportation corridor extending from 1-95 to US 1. This study is the eastern-
most of three projects associated with the Third East-West Corridor. The other studies include The West Virginia
Corridor Study and the 1-95 Interchange Justification Study.

Ms. Smith explained that because of the City's rapid growth over the past ten years, inadequate arterials, and a
rapidly rising population rate, the need for an additional east-west corridor has become obvious. Improvements have
been made to both Port St. Lucie Boulevard and Prima Vista Boulevard, but despite these efforts, transportation
demands continue to put pressure on the City's roads and communities. In an effort to meet the needs of the rapidly
growing City of Port St. Lucie, the City with their own funds is currently conducting preliminary design and ROW
acquisition to create a third east-west corridor.

Project History

Ms. Smith provided an overview of the project history including the history of the City planning process and major
milestones reached since 1980 for the river crossing. The City of Port St. Lucie was originally designed by the
General Development Corporation as a bedroom community, with no town center, no main corridors, and fewer trips
per household. The original master plan for the City called for more crossings across the river so traffic would be
more reasonably accommodated. Due to cost and timing, these improvements were never completed.

The 1989 PD&E Study completed by Keith and Schnars was conducted to determine the need and alignment for the
third east-west crossing. The project studied the West Virginia and Walters Terrace alignments. The Walters
Terrace alignment (shorter crossing) had less environmental impacts, but higher social and economic impacts. In
1993, the City sold lands along the North Fork of the St. Lucie River to the Department of Natural Resources and
there was much discussion regarding reserving right-of-way for the crossing. Given that the actual alignment had
not been set by this study and that funding appeared to be over 15 years away, it was agreed to sell the property
without the road right-of-way, provided there would be no prohibition against the crossing.

Ms. Smith reviewed the separate projects and typical sections now proposed for the West Virginia corridor. The
City is currently purchasing property along the corridor for a right-of-way width of 280 feet west of the Florida
Turnpike and 330 feet east of the Turnpike. This study is the eastern-most of three projects associated with the Third
East-West Corridor. The other studies include The West Virginia Corridor Study between 1-95 and Floresta Drive,
and the 1-95 Interchange Justification Study.

The City proposes to construct the West Virginia corridor in segments, with the corridor to be completed before the
river crossing.

The proposed typical section is a 4 or 6 lane suburban typical section consisting of a curb and gutter median and
paved shoulders and swales on the outside. The corridor will have limited access and acquisition of property will be
from both sides of the road. The City is also proposing a linear park concept on the borders of the roadway to
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provide a buffer between the roadway and existing neighborhoods and to eliminate driveway entrances along West
Virginia Drive. To minimize environmental impacts along the corridor the typical section width will be reduced
along the limits of the bridge.

Ms. Smith described the kickoff meetings for the corridor and for the bridge crossing. Over 250 people attended
each meeting and most of them expressed their support for the projects.

There was previously a study to examine the connection of Walton Road over to Hutchinson Island crossing over the
Indian River Lagoon. This study was being conducted by the St. Lucie County Expressway and Bridge Authority.
In July 2001, a stop work order was issued for this study. The Walton Road project currently has no funding and is
not in the MPQO’s long-range plan and there is currently no project under study.

Purpose and Need for the Project

To further illustrate the type of growth the City of Port St. Lucie is experiencing, Ms. Smith reviewed the population
growth trends since 1980. Between 1980 and 1990, the City population tripled, and between 1990 and 2003 the
population almost doubled. Building permits is another area that has shown tremendous growth with an average of
over 500 new building permits per month. The City boundaries continue to grow with large Development of
Regional Impacts (DRI) west of the Turnpike. These DRIs are currently in within County limits, but regardless if
they are annexed or not, the City will feel the impact of development in that area. Ms. Smith explained that
consistent with the City’s higher than normal growth rates, field traffic counts showed high traffic volume, and
residents were experiencing congestion. However, the previous regional traffic model was not reflecting this
information, and therefore did not confirm the need for a new corridor.

Mr. Groenhoff began with an overview of existing traffic conditions. It was explained that the traffic model
associated with the previous study had been updated to incorporate today’s conditions. An Existing Conditions
Traffic Report was submitted to the City for review.

Mr. Nassar provided an overview of traffic volumes versus capacity. The preliminary findings did reflect that there
was a clear need for an additional crossing, and utilizing the two existing crossings at Prima Vista Boulevard and
Port St. Lucie Boulevard would still not meet the needs for the projected growth. Mr. Nassar explained that even
with improvements on the existing east-west corridors, the Prima Vista Boulevard and Port St. Lucie Boulevard
intersections with US 1 would continue to be problematic areas.

The 2003 base year (existing conditions) operational analysis, based on an extensive count program and detailed
analysis using the latest versions of HCS 2000, SYNCHRO and CORSIM revealed significant congestion problems
throughout the study area and were affecting all main arterials. The link analysis indicated that the bridge on Port St.
Lucie Boulevard providing east-west access across the North Fork St. Lucie River operates at LOS F during both the
AM and PM peak hours. The situation will get worse in future years if no other crossing is provided considering the
anticipated increase in traffic from background growth, committed projects, and future projects.

The intersection analysis pointed out that significant intersections along Prima Vista Boulevard and Port St. Lucie
Boulevard operate at failing levels of service during the AM, Midday and PM peak hours. Because of the existing
north-south barriers and the limited east-west bridge crossings, the potential for traffic redistribution to less
congested roadways is limited and; therefore, the situation can only get worse as traffic increases on these corridors.
Finally, the arterial analysis corroborated the intersection analysis findings and indicated significant congestions and
delays at critical sections of the main arterials. Several roadway segments operate at LOS E or F on each of the City
three major arterials (Port St. Lucie Boulevard, Prima Vista Boulevard/St. Lucie West Boulevard and US-1). Further,
since the arterial analysis deals only with the through traffic, it does not reflect the heavy delays experienced at
turning movements to and from US-1 or the cross streets serving the residential areas. Because of the distance to the
existing bridge locations, additional capacity for these heavy turning movements cannot be provided unless a third
east-west corridor is constructed.



The various components of the base year operational analysis confirm field observations that the roadway system
within the study area is subject to serious congestion and delays affecting all major arterials and all peak periods.
Localized improvements are not likely to solve the congestion problems because of the limited east-west crossings
resulting in the high turning movement volumes and unbalanced intersection operation. Considering the high rate of
growth and the large-scale projects being constructed, the roadway system will further break down resulting in
excessive delays and levels of congestion and possible traffic intrusion into residential neighborhoods seeking
bypass routes. It is quite evident that the only substantial relief to the roadway system is the construction of a third
east-west corridor that would divert traffic for Prima Vista Boulevard and Port St. Lucie Boulevard and also reduce
the excessive turning movement volumes at critical intersections along these corridors including US-1, Midport
Road, Bayshore Boulevard, Airoso Boulevard and Floresta Drive.

Mr. Nassar reviewed level of service conditions with a third east-west crossing and summarized the improvements
for the entire system.

Ms. Smith explained that the proposed West Virginia corridor would also improve emergency responses and
provide an alternate evacuation route for the City. The existing West Virginia corridor will serve as the primary
response route to the Treasure Coast Medical Center on the east side of US 1.

Ms. Smith reviewed the alternative improvement options available if a new crossing is not constructed. The options
include widening Port St. Lucie Boulevard and Prima Vista Boulevard. The Port St. Lucie Boulevard corridor is
currently a 6-lane facility with a fully developed commercial area. The intersections along the corridor are failing
because of the concentrated traffic volumes at several intersections including the intersection with US 1. Prima
Vista Boulevard is an existing 4-lane facility with a fully developed residential and commercial area.

Ms. Smith reviewed existing mass transit services. Currently, no traditional mass transit services are available. The
demand-based system is provided through the Transportation Disadvantaged Program. A fixed route service will
potentially be in service in fiscal year 2004/2005 as per the St. Lucie County Transit Development Plan. This new
fixed route will run along Port St. Lucie Boulevard, Bayshore Boulevard, Floresta Drive, and Prima Vista
Boulevard.

Mr. England noted that the current number of transit users is extremely low with an average of 60 users per day,
and that the City was platted in such a way that transit improvements would not begin to solve the traffic congestion
problems on the City’s two east-west roads.

Ms. Parrot (SFWMD) inquired as to the City doing anything about future land uses and proposing commercial
areas at the west end of the City to limit the commercial build-out at the east end of the City. Mr. England
explained that several developments like Tradition have proposed a concentrated commercial center. Another
example is the PGA development that is proposing a 350-room hotel. There is also discussion of additional
annexation of approximately 8000 acres west of 1-95 and east of Highway 609 and other opportunities for
commercial hubs. Mr. England pointed out that these plans will not change the way traffic flows for a long time
because the commercial development proposed to the west will not be developed fast enough to keep up with traffic
congestion.

There was also a question about the traffic model and if the model showed where the destination trips are ending
outside of the corridor. Mr. England responded and explained that the City meets with MPO staff 2-3 times a year
to share information. Counters are also being used outside of the corridor as part of the traffic study. In general, the
roadway system includes long-range plans in and out of the project area. Origin-destination studies can be extended
beyond these limits but there are limitations in the data. Keith and Schnars is using census data to adjust the traffic
model because the model is not accurately reflecting work trips outside of the St. Lucie County area.

Ms. Smith began the review of alternative alignment and impacts to the natural environment. Alternative Corridor
Alignment Nos. 1-5 were presented to attendees. The various alignments were discussed relative to their impacts to
the different environmental habitats. The environmental review process began by looking for potential initial
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alignment options that would minimize impacts and provide a connection from West Virginia Drive and Floresta
Drive to the east — US 1. Four (4) general alignments corridors were developed including the same alignments
studied in 1989 that included the Walters Terrace and West Virginia alignment to Village Green Drive. The
alignments were referenced into aerials to review all impacts. Utilizing these alignments as a place to start, Keith
and Schnars began field investigations of the areas around the alignments.

Ms. Stewart explained that to date, wetlands have been delineated using in-house review of maps and collected data,
field identification, and classification (FNAI, FWS, and FLUCCS). Baseline maps produced for this project were
used as the most up-to-date depiction of conditions at the time of the field investigation. Fieldwork incorporated on-
site visits to determine the presence and the preliminary boundaries of jurisdictional wetlands and surface waters
throughout the study area, using the delineation criteria of the regulatory agencies. Surveys were conducted by
Keith and Schnars biologists to qualitatively document the existing flora and fauna throughout the corridor, to
classify and map natural habitats, to delineate wetlands, and to assess the land use patterns along the crossing
alignments. Boundaries between habitats (wetland and upland) were assessed using visual surveys of the habitats
and non-differential GPS points were taken at various points to define certain habitat types, particularly wetland
boundaries. These points were imported onto the aerial base maps and were used to define the field mapping
boundaries.

Wetlands - The open water/wetland boundary was field identified by canoe. The landward extent of wetlands
bordering the North Fork of the St. Lucie River, Evans Creek, Hogpen Slough, South Coral Reef Waterway, and
North Coral Reef Waterway were delineated at the mean high water line in this tidally influenced system. Mean
high water was determined by examining drift lines; water stains on mangrove roots or other vegetation, and the
waterward extent of vegetation. The boundary points were recorded using GPS survey equipment.

FNAI - Based on the review of existing information and the on-site field surveys, the project area can be
characterized as a complex of freshwater and brackish water wetlands and adjacent upland communities. The
habitats are classified using the FNAI classifications to be consistent with the natural communities classification
already used by the FDEP.

The various alignments were discussed relative to their impacts to the different habitats. Alignments 1 thru 4 were
discussed to assist the Study Team in eliminating alignments where the impacts were far too excessive or
unreasonable.

Alignments 1A, 1B, and 1C

Any of the alignments associated with Corridor 1 had the most extensive impacts to the CARL lands. This corridor
crossed the preserve at its widest point requiring excessive land areas. In addition, the corridor impacted the most
number of habitats and the most sensitive habitats.

Alignment 2
This alignment had the least amount of environmental impacts both in terms of land area and habitats. It was

somewhat problematic in that it literally bisected the CARL lands in half, impacting the area’s operations and the
continuity of habitats.

Alignments 3, 4A, 4B, and 4C

Much like the fatal flaws identified in Corridor 1, these alignments are very problematic. The DEP has concern
about the amount of land area these alignments will require. In addition, these alignments impact several sensitive
habitats, and specifically upland scrub habitats. In addition to the environmental impacts, these alignments would
have considerable social impacts and its proximity to Port. St. Lucie Boulevard appeared too close to facilitate
successful traffic distribution away form the U.S.1/ Port St. Lucie Boulevard intersection. The DEP representative
suggested these Alignments be eliminated from future considerations.

Northern Alignment (Alignment No. 6)
At a workshop held with DEP on January 20, 2004, DEP representatives suggested that the Study Team evaluate a
northern alignment. The Representatives explained that by shifting only slightly north of Alignment 1, all CARL
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lands could be avoided eliminating the need to go through ARC review process, which could delay the project
significantly. This could be a tremendous benefit to the City in terms of both the projects viability and timely
implementation. It was noted, however, this alignment was still problematic in that it still has impacts to
environmental areas, and like all of the other alignments, it to would jeopardize the Preserve’s opportunities for
prescribed burns. In addition it was observed, a northern alignment with a connection to Savannah Boulevard
provides opportunities for enhanced traffic distribution out to Leonard Road further distributing traffic away from
the heavily burdened U.S.1. Atthe meeting, DEP representatives requested, in the spirit of true cooperation that this
alignment be referred to as Alignment No. 6 and not the DEP Alignment.

Ms. Smith followed up the alignment discussion to obtain additional comments on the various alignments. It was
the consensus of the meeting participants to eliminate Alignments 3, 4A, 4B and 4C.

Ms. Smith outlined the designations of the North Fork of the St. Lucie River (NFSLR). The NFSLR is an
Outstanding Florida Water and therefore will require 150% of the required water treatment volume. It is also an
Aquatic Preserve and part of the Save Our Rivers Program.

The SFWMD indicates that the proposed project will require and Environmental Resource Permit and that wetland
impacts must be minimized. Mitigation will be required and a water use permit may be required for dewatering
activities within areas that may be contaminated. All stormwater from the proposed bridge will be collected and
conveyed off the bridge to appropriate treatment devices on either end of the bridge. The project is also located in
the 100 year and 500 year floodplains as identified by FEMA, and must compensate for any floodplain impacts and
preserve an upland corridor adjacent to the floodplain.

Social Impacts

Mr. Flora reviewed the land use characteristics of the study area and explained that no land use changes are
required or anticipated as part of this project. The alignments under study are located within the City of Port St.
Lucie and/or St. Lucie County. Mr. Flora outlined the relocation potential for each of the alignments. Alignment
No. 5, which utilizes Floresta Drive and the existing east-west crossings at Prima Vista Boulevard and Port St. Lucie
Boulevard, has the most residential relocation impacts. He also noted Alignment No. 5 did not provide the traffic
capacity required.

Ms. Smith reviewed the public involvement efforts to date summarizing the Kickoff meeting results and future
Advisory Group Meetings including the Environmental Advisory Committee, Technical Advisory Committee, and
Citizens Discussion Group. Controversy is anticipated on environmental grounds for the project.

Utilities within the project limits include BellSouth, Florida Power & Light, Adelphia Cable, NUI City Gas, and City
of Port St. Lucie Utilities. The proposed typical section designates an area for utilities and relocation.

The Section 4f lands within the project limits include Lyngate Park and Halpotiokee Recreation Site. No historical
or archaeological sites were listed on the State File, but further research would be performed as part of the Study.

There was a question regarding the eastern limits of Alternative 6, and possible improvements to Savannah Club and
ultimately Leonard Road for a future connection. Ms. Smith explained that Alternative No. 6 has just recently been
added to the Study and minimal information is available at this time. Traffic analysis for this alternative will be
conducted.

Physical Impacts

The PD&E Study will include preparation of a Noise Study Report for areas adjacent to residential properties. An
Air Quality Report will also be prepared at locations where air quality sensitive receptors are located such as
intersections. No impacts to air quality are anticipated.



Ms. Smith explained that a Contamination Screening Evaluation would be conducted. A preliminary field review
and initial review of regulatory files did not reveal any reason to suspect contamination.

Regarding the new alignment suggested by DEP Parks and Recreation Department, is there an agreement for air
rights over the commercial area where Liberty Mutual is located? The City has an agreement for 7 years to exercise
the right to purchase 1.5 acres in the corner of the Liberty Medical Property near the on-site pond. There are 6 years
left on the contract with a fixed purchase amount.

There was a question regarding the study area limits not going south of Port St. Lucie Boulevard if movements are in
fact going south (Regional Issues regarding other crossings south of the study area). Ms. Smith explained that the
Study is focused on relieving the congestion in Port St. Lucie. Areas south may need to be reviewed under a
separate study.

Review Advance Notification and Comments

Agencies that have responded to the Advance Notification Package include the US Environmental Protection
Agency, FNAI, Miccosukee Tribe of Indians, South Florida Water Management District, and FDEP.

Potential Corridor Alignment Review and Selection

Ms. Smith reviewed potential corridor alignments and requested input or comments. There was general discussion
regarding the alternative alignments. Ms. Caicedo inquired to whether a no-build alternative will be considered for
this project. Ms. Smith replied that a no-build alternative would be part of the evaluation process. Since no
objections were expressed, Alternatives 3 and 4 were dropped from further evaluation.

Project Processing Requirements

No discussion on this item. Project processing will be discussed with the individual agencies.

Agency Tour

Following the meeting, attendees were invited to a tour of the study area.

Keith and Schnars will rely on these notes as the approved record of matters discussed and conclusions reached
during this meeting unless you send the author written notice to the contrary within seven calendar days of receipt
date of this meeting record.

Submitted by:

Edward Colon, P.E.

Project Manager, Highway Division

Keith and Schnars, P.A.

Distribution:  All Attendees

Ron Miedema, US Env. Protection Agency
Project File
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SAPORT ST. LUCIE

SUMMARY
WEST VIRGINIA DRIVE CORRIDOR STUDY
Citizens Discussion Group Meeting Agenda
Thursday, January 22, 2004
6:00 P.M.

Location: Conference Room B

Port St. Lucie Community Center
2195 Airoso Boulevard, Port St. Lucie Florida

Purpose:  This was the first meeting of the Citizens Discussion Group (CDG) for the West Virginia
Corridor Study. Keith and Schnars, P.A. and Culpepper & Terpening, Inc. presented a
summary of the project’s status and initiated dialogue with attendees concerning typical
sections, schedules, and design concepts. Prior to the meeting, information packages were
mailed to the committee members for their review.

CDG MEMBERS PRESENT:

Robert Brown William R. Schulke Jerold T. Nolan Ron Nickel
Theresa Jones Dennis Gates Marge Owens Lew Owens
W.E. Bachman Hal Horn Richard Boren David Kaplan
Theresa Specht Wesley Parry Allen DuBois Sylvia Lewis

Sabine Lapenna Kathleen Stubbolo

C1TY OF PORT ST. LUCIE STAFF PRESENT:

Patricia Roebling Bobbie Richards Walter England
Keith and Schnars, P.A. Staff

Tanzer Kalayci Vicki Smith Edward Colon
John Flora Derek Hudson

CULPEPPER AND TERPENING, INC. STAFF
Stefan Matthes

Team Introduction

Ms. Vicki Smith, Project Manager for Keith and Schnars, called the meeting to order at approximately
6:00 p.m. She thanked everyone for attending and asked each member to introduce themselves. The list
of CDG Members is comprised of citizens who attended the first public workshop and expressed an
interest in participating in the CDG, or had contacted the City or the Project Team directly.

Project Schedule/Status

Ms. Smith outlined the study area as being West Virginia Drive, from 1-95 to Floresta Drive, with the
main goal of widening the facility to accommodate the growing community needs. Ms. Smith reviewed
the approach to the project and some of the state and local standards that are guiding the project.

West Virginia Drive Public Involvement Office ¢/o Keith and Schnars, P.A.
385 CenterPointe Circle, Suite 1303, Altamonte Springs 32701

Phone 407/834-1616 (Toll Free 888/797-1616) Fax 407/834-8530 SULTEFPER o

TERPENING, mc.
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Citizens Discussion Group (CDG) Roles and Responsibilities
Ms. Smith explained that the function of the CDG is to provide citizens’ input regarding the project, and
that this meeting will be followed by a public hearing at a later date.

Typical Roadway Cross-section Review

Ms. Smith described the two variations of proposed typical sections. The two typical sections, which
were in the materials handed out, included a 280” and 330’ wide right-of-way. Ms. Smith reviewed the
details of these designs. The proposed roadway is intended to be constructed as a four-lane facility, with
the available right-of-way for an additional two lanes. The design speed, Ms Smith explained, relates to
the geometry of the roadway and not the posted speed, and is 45 miles per hour. This design contains all
the necessary right-of-way for utilities, pedestrian and linear park amenities, and features such as berms
and hedges. A 55 mile per hour design speed was evaluated, but was considered less safe, provided less
area for aesthetics and required additional right-of-way.

Access Management Plan Review

Mr. Stefan Matthes reviewed the issues related to vehicular and bicycle/pedestrian circulation. He
reiterated that the roadway is designed for there to ultimately be six lanes with widen medians and
shoulders for safety. Mr. Matthes explained that the main function of the design would be to carry traffic
through the corridor in a safe and efficient manner. The plan includes side-street access and addresses
through-street concerns. Traffic signals would be installed at Floresta Drive, Airoso Boulevard,
Bayshore Boulevard, Cameo Boulevard (new extension), Cashmere Boulevard and California Boulevard.
There will be non-signalized left turn intersections at Broadview Street, Sandia Avenue, and Preston
Lane. Right-In/Right-Out modifications will be added at Manth Lane, Fallon Drive, the north side of
Dorchester Street, the north side of Heather Street, and Hutchins Street. All other intersections would be
“T”-intersections, cul-de-sacs, modified or closed. Mr. Matthes mentioned special provisions for
emergency services have been requested to be included in the design of Juliet Avenue.

Mr. Matthes briefly described the 12° wide pedestrian/bicycle features, located both east and west bound.

Linear Park Design

Mr. John Flora presented the concepts related to the linear park features. A very preliminary concept
drawing was included in the printed material. The details of this design will be provided in greater length
as the project is developed. Mr. Flora mentioned that regardless of which typical section is used (280 or
330’), the basic roadway design would be the same. One of the main differences between the two
alternatives is the width of buffer area included in the design. The design team will be trying to eliminate
the need for noise walls, and would prefer the use of berms and landscaping. Using PowerPoint slides,
Mr. Flora presented an area of approximately 90 for a park-like setting along the corridor. The plantings
on top of the berms would be 7-8’ tall. Mr. Flora explained that the berms require additional space and
may limit the opportunity to meander the sidewalk through the linear park.

Mr. Flora explained that the linear park concept has been encouraged by the City and, in other
communities where linear parks have been constructed, the concept has been welcomed by both walkers
and bicyclists. The proposed linear park would provide walkers a place to rest and take advantage of the
retention ponds. These sidewalk features would also connect to other existing parks and neighborhood
facilities.

e West Virginia Drive Public Involvement Office ¢/o Keith and Schnars, P.A. (
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Questions and Answers
Ms. Smith facilitated a question and answers period following the formal presentations.

Q.
A.

From I-95 to Floresta Drive will be 45 mph. How long will this improvement last?

The area is growing very rapidly. The design and right-of-way is being developed for a six lane
facility. The funding that is currently available will be enough for the construction of a four-lane
facility. However, it would be much more cost effective to go ahead and build six lanes since we
know the effectiveness of a four lane facility will be relatively short lived. The costs associated with
widening from four to six lanes will be much less than the costs of going from two to four lanes. The
savings difference comes from moving the utilities, right-of-way, and other infrastructures changes
such as drainage that will be included in the four-laning project. We will be looking to City Council
for the decision to go ahead and build the six-lane facility.

Q. When the widening takes place, how will this affect some of the homes already along the
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corridor?

The City is already purchasing homes as they become available for sale along the corridor, both on the
north and south side that will be impacted by the future widening. This is intended to minimize the
neighborhoods’ disruption, and limit the need to move people once the project is under construction.

Will the design go all the way to Floresta Drive?
Yes.

The FP&L Nuclear Plant includes emergency procedures for evacuations. What impact will
this project have on this?

With the added traffic from new growth in the area, and special traffic controls, these issues are still
being considered.

What is the Design Speed on Port St. Lucie Boulevard?
45mph.

What happens when people drive 65mph in a 45 mph zone?
Speeding is an enforcement issue. However, the additional traffic signals will help regulate the speed.

Please show the outside dimensions? (Everything else i.e. roadway, sidewalks etc., are shown.)
These dimensions have been left open until the final design. The geometry of the right-of-way may
change as a result of issues that pertain to curves, drainage, turn lanes, etc.

Linear Parks are a good idea, but are shelters and picnic tables?
The amenities of the linear park concepts are preliminary. These are just a few of the options.

Is the City going farther west with this plan? How does this fit in the Comprehensive Plan?
Yes. An Interchange Justification Report (IJR) is being prepared for I-95. The development that may
occur west of I-95 will dictate how far west the City is prepared to go. The IJR will require the
Federal Highway Administration approval.

Is the crossing of the North Fork of the St. Lucie River a separate issue because of the need for
Federal approval? How will the City deal with traffic on Floresta Drive, both north and south
of West Virginia Drive?

West Virginia Drive Public Involvement Office ¢/o Keith and Schnars, P.A.
385 CenterPointe Circle, Suite 1303, Altamonte Springs 32701
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Yes. The traffic on Floresta Drive and the layout of future development will demand the additional
connections to cross the river, but these connections are not without their own set of issues.

Q. Why call this a “Third Corridor” if it is not as big as Port St. Lucie Boulevard or Prima Vista

Boulevard?

A. The intent of this project is to incorporate design features that will greatly enhance the traffic-carrying
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. Preston Lane is a better location than other alternatives that were studied.
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capacity of the roadway. The two existing roadways are influenced by older features and such as
driveways and intersection designs that impact how traffic is moved along the corridor.

Will the bridge over the turnpike be four lanes or six lanes?
The ultimate build-out for this bridge is six lanes.

Are there to be either sound or privacy walls near 1-95?
Whenever feasible, the design will incorporate natural barriers such as ponds, berms and landscaping.
The final recommendations are still under development.

Security is an issue in the wooded area west of the Turnpike. Walls would help.
This is still being evaluated.

Please show the fire service improvements.
We will try to include this in the next mail out.

Will non-signalized intersections have STOP signs?
Yes.

Will there be more Traffic on Preston Lane?
Preston Lane does not act well as a cut-through street. The planned changes will be good for this

neighborhood.

Why is Preston Lane going to be a full access Street?

Comment: People already use Preston Lane as a speedway. Since there is a park there, making it a full

S R <

access street could be a concern for the residents there.

Will there be median openings at other streets?
Yes.

Where will bus stops be located?
This will be discussed with local transit service providers in the future.

When will construction begin? Will this be built in stages?

The City will control the funding for construction. The construction may start after the 12-18 month
design is completed. The construction is anticipated to take two years to complete. The City is
already purchasing the properties and has acquired 1/3 of the needed right-of-way. The cost of the
properties purchased by the City in the past ten months is $18 million. A total of about 450
properties are needed.

385 CenterPointe Circle, Suite 1303, Altamonte Springs 32701
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. Will there be access onto the Turnpike?

The City has been talking to the Florida Turnpike Enterprise for 7-8 years about an interchange. The
Turnpike has been reluctant to build a new interchange at this location due to the proximity of the
service plaza. This is still being studied as a “SunPass Only” ramp. If an interchange is approved,
the Turnpike will fund the construction and use existing right-of-way.

Will this project include new commercial development?

No, other than the area near Bayshore Boulevard, where it is already included in the Comprehensive
Plan.

Is there a website for this project?

Yes. There is a link to it from the City’s web address.

Will there be lighting in the (linear) parks for safety?
Yes.

Will the gated communities west of the turnpike continue to be gated?
This project should not have anything to do with the gating.

Comment: People in the Great Exuma Cove/Lake Charles area have security concerns.

. I would like to have a Greenway not a Linear Park. The traffic will be too busy and the facility

should be for moving cars not building parks.

A. The Linear Park concept will serve as a buffer to the community and integrate the roadway into the
neighborhoods. This is the vision of the City of Port St. Lucie, which started two years ago. These
are favored by the FHWA and the FDOT. It is intended to prevent fragmentation of the neighbor-
hood to the north and south of West Virginia Drive. The park amenities will be in selected locations
only and not from end to end of the project.

Q. Are there any studies showing how many people would use the parks?

A. There are no studies for this corridor, but other cities have built them and are experiencing a great deal
of use from them.

Q. How will the plants be watered?

A. The City will be responsible for the maintenance of the plants and plans to install an irrigation system.

Q. How many retention ponds are needed for this project?

A. Six.

Q. Is this a State road?

A. No, but funding is available from the State. Other funding sources include Development Fees and
local gas taxes.

Q. Where will the Park be located?

A. This has not been determined?

Q. Will the 12’ sidewalks be concrete or asphalt?

A. Concrete.

Adjourn
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MEMORANDUM
TO: Citizens Discussion Group (CDG) Member
FROM: Jim B. Martin, CPM, Community Liaison

Date: January 9, 2004
SUBJECT: Agenda and Materials for January 22, 2004 Meeting
West Virginia Drive Corridor Study

A meeting of the West Virginia Drive Corridor Study CDG 1is scheduled for Thursday, January 22,
2004. The meeting will begin at 6:00 P.M. in the Conference Room B, of the Port St. Lucie
Community Center located at 2195 SE Airoso Boulevard, Port St. Lucie, Florida.

The first item on the agenda is an introduction of the Project Team, consisting of staff members from
the City, Culpepper & Terpening, Inc., and Keith and Schnars, P.A.

The second item on the agenda is a progress report and a review of the future project milestones. A
description of the project approach and a brief overview of the alternatives will be presented.

The third item on the agenda includes a conversation about the roles and responsibilities of CDG
members. The CDG was formed to assist in the development of the project and to ensure the project
is successfully integrated into the community. This group is an important consensus-building tool,
helping to strengthen the partnership between the City of Port St. Lucie, property owners, businesses
and the general public.

Item four on the agenda will be a presentation and review of the typical roadway cross-section. These
design concepts are a result of earlier public meetings, staff recommendations, and professional
engineering guidelines. The two enclosed cross-sections are for a 45 mph design speed and a 55 mph
design speed, for both a 280 and 330’ right-of-way.

Item five will include conceptual drawings and discussions concerning the area between the roadway
and the adjacent private and public property. The introduction of a linear park design will portray
opportunities for trees, shrubs, and other amenities that will enhance the visual and functional use of
the corridor. The enclosed graphics are preliminary examples of how parks might be landscaped.
More detailed information will be provided during the meeting.

Buffering strategies will be sixth on the agenda. The incorporation of different materials and design
features may be proposed that will affect the manner in which the transition from the corridor to the
existing neighborhoods is made.

The Access Management Plan Review will be seventh on the agenda. This plan integrates the need
for safety and traffic flow, with the desire to minimize cut-thru traffic and address pedestrian and
bicycle accommodations. The access management plans will be provided at this meeting.
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An open dialogue is part of each of these agenda items and CDG members are encouraged to offer
information and opinions that will help the Project Team. The Team looks forward to meeting with
the CDG to obtain their guidance and input on the landscaping, aesthetics, and the corridor’s
integration into the neighborhoods.

Attachments:

e Agenda

e (itizens Discussion Group Roster

¢ 45 mph Corridor Cross-section

¢ 55 mph Corridor Cross-section

¢ ‘T’ (Hammer-head) Turn-around Design
e ‘Y’ Turn-around Design 8

o (Cul-de-sac Turn-around Design

e Landscape Concepts

West Virginia Drive Public Involvement Office ¢/o Keith and Schnars, P.A.
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RECORD OF MEETING

Third East-West Corridor Studies
Access Management Workshop
December 16, 2003
9:30 AM.
Port St. Lucie City Hall, Engineering Conference Room

ATTENDEES

Name Company Telephone No. E-mail

Scott Beck Police Department 772-344-4135 scottb@cityofpsl.com
Buddy Emerson SL Co. Fire Department 772-462-8331

Walter England City of PSL 772-871-5175 waltere@cityofpsl.com
Patricia Roebling City of PSL 772-871-5175 patriciar@cityofpsl.com
Bobbie Richards City of PSL 772-871-5175 brichards@cityofpsl.com
Kim Graham City of PSL 772-871-5186 kimg(@cityofpsl.com

Vicki Smith Keith and Schnars, P.A. 407-834-1616 ysmith@keithandschnars.com
John Flora Keith and Schnars, P.A. 407-834-1616 iflora@keithandschnars.com
Stef Matthes Culpepper & Terpening, Inc.  772-464-3537 smatthes@ct-eng.com

Meeting Purpose:

The Access Management Workshop was to further develop the Access Management Plan developed by
Culpepper and Terpening, Inc. and to specifically review access issues with the Police Department and the Fire
Department.

Meeting Summary

Mr. England started the meeting by providing an overview of the corridor outlining the City’s objective of
creating a third east west corridor to accommodate the increased traffic demand and to alleviate pressures on
Prima Vista Boulevard and Port St. Lucie Boulevard. He outlined the intersections proposed, the median
openings, and the signalization noting there would be six signals for the length of the corridor not including the
one at US 1. Mr. England also stated that Airoso and Bayshore Boulevards were currently under construction for
four-laning, and nothing was scheduled for Floresta at this time. Mr. England also explained that there was
consideration being given to developing a cross-section that would be built for a 55 MPH design speed.

There was general discussion regarding a 55 MPH design speed.

Mr. Beck stated the Police Department would have major concern on a SSMPH design speed and recommended
the 45 MPH design speed be maintained.

The general consensus was that a 55 MPH design speed was too high for the distance and the roadways presence
in established residential areas.

Both the Police Department and the Fire Department were comfortable with the proposed openings and
intersections. ‘

Mr. Emerson stated the corridor was very important as it would serve as the primary response route to the
Hospital east of US 1.

Mr. Flora then reviewed an up-dated access management plan that specifically addressed the adjacent street
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network. Mr. Flora outlined that the proposed hammer-head dead ends could be eliminated at many of the
locations shown due to the fact that no access was necessary because of surrounding right of way purchases. Mr.
Flora also discussed the limited applications where cul-de-sacs could be used due to their size requirements.
Mr. Emerson stated the Fire Department’s standards were:

e (Cul-de-sacs is to have a 100 foot diameter.

e The maximum street length before requiring some type of turn around is 150 feet.

e Hammer-heads must be 80 feet long and at least 12 feet wide.

Mr. Emerson also described a “Y” design that can be used instead of a hammer-head, and noted that it was
actually preferred by the Fire Department over hammer-heads. It’s overall length would be forty feet.

Ms. Graham expressed concern regarding the public’s understanding of the operation of the “Y” turn around.
Mr. Emerson explained that it’s operation was actually more user friendly than a hammer-head.
Mr. Flora discussed the pedestrian access issues and the locations for crosswalks.

Mr. Beck stated that crossings should be limited to only signalized intersections. He also stated a pedestrian
overpass or tunnel is essential for the neighborhood areas between Airosa and the River.

Mr. Flora explained that depending on the water table elevation and the proposed elevation for the roadway, a
tunnel may be a very effective solution.

Mr. England stated his concern for the cost associated with an overpass structure, and the possibility for children
to abuse or vandalize the facility.

Mr. Beck stated there may also be a need to have some sort of grade separated pedestrian crossing near the
schools west of the Turnpike.

Ms. Roebling inquired to whether Stef had coordinated with the school board.
Mr. Matthis stated he had not, but would be in the next couple of weeks.

There was general discussion about a grade separated bike/ped crossing. The general consensus was there needs
to be one provided.

Mr. Flora introduced a concept of linking the streets in certain locations instead of creating dead-ends to
eliminate the dead ends and provide better circulation connectivity.

Mr. Beck stated the Police Department would prefer looping links instead of dead-ends.

Mr. Emerson concurred that the more connectivity the better.

Mr. England brought up a case in point might be in the vicinity of Jennette Avenue west of the Turnpike. He
stated if a better access was created for that area they may even be able to delete or minimize the opening on West
Virginia.

Mr. Beck stated when ever straight shots for access can be established for access all the better.

Mr. Emerson said that was true for the Fire Department as well.
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Mr. Matthis stated that he saw it as a problem for adjacent property owners who now had a standard lot, was
going to have their lot turned into a corner lot.

Discussion followed and the general consensus was that though the connections and links made a lot more sense
for safety, the property owner controversy and effects on land values may out weigh the benefits.

Mr. England requested Mr. Mathis to go ahead and look at the Jennette area and locations where available right
of way provides for links without creating corner lots.

Ms. Smith outlined various right of way impacts that will be in addition to the defined corridor due to the
adjacent street terminus points and turn-arounds.

Mr. England emphasized that the right of way purchases originally defined were an initial draft and were
expected to change. He requested that Culpepper & Terpening take the access management plan to its next level
incorporating pedestrian access information and all the edits and changes discussed today. He also requested that
all additional purchases required be identified as part of the plan. Mr. England also requested that additional
right of way purchases necessary for intersection areas be identified.

Ms. Smith reviewed the revised cross-sections for both the 45 MPH and 55 MPH design speeds. She noted that
with 55 MPH, to meet FDOT design standards, they would have to lose the Canopy Trees in the median.

Ms. Roebling stated that may be a major concern for the City Council.

Mr. England stated that all these different issues needed to be pulied together to share with the Council to assist
in the decision making process.

Mr. Matthes stated that he would provide a matrix analysis to outline all the pro and cons associated with a 45
and 55 MPH design speed.

Ms. Smith stated due to the fact that there all these unresolved issues holding up the progress of the project, it
was critical that we meet with the City Council as soon as possible and not wait until the February Planning
Retreat.

Mr. England agreed and stated he was already working with the City Manager to set something up.

Action Items

1. Mr. England will follow up with Mr. Cooper to set up a workshop with City Council the first two weeks
of January or for January 19",

2. Stef Matthes to up date the Access Management Plan to its next level incorporating pedestrian access
information and all the edits and changes discussed today. He also requested that all additional purchases
required be identified as part of the plan. Stef will also identify any additional right of way purchases
necessary for intersection areas be identified. Mr. Mathis will also look at the Jennette Avenue area and
locations where available right of way provides for links without creating corner lots, as well as other
locations through the corridor. (Note: The Access Management Plan will need to be completed within
the next two weeks for adequate review time prior to taking to City Council)

3. Stef Matthes shall meet with the school board regarding the access management plan and circulation
plan for the schools to the west of the Turnpike so that the findings for vehicular and pedestrian access
can be incorporated into the Access Management Plan.

4. Stef Matthes shall prepare a memo and matrix analysis for the City Manager regarding the 45 and 55
MPH design speeds.



Keith and Schnars will rely on these notes as the approved record of matters discussed and conclusions reached
during this meeting unless you send the author written notice to the contrary within seven calendar days of receipt
date of this meeting record.

Submitted by:

John Flora, R.A., AICP
Senior Manager, Project Development and Environment Services
Keith and Schnars, P.A.

Distribution:  All Attendees

Project File
Ksaltz/17125.01/Project Management/Dec16.03 Access Mgmt wksp



City of Port St. Lucie /-95 Crossing Study
Third East-West River Crossing PD&E Study

Public Kickoff Meeting
June 5§, 2003
4.00PM-8:00PM

LOCATION: Port St. Lucie Community Center
2194 SE Airoso Boulevard
Port St. Lucie, Florida

PURPOSE: The purpose of the Public Kickoff meeting was to provide residents, business owners,

and other interested parties the opportunity to review information about the City of Port
St. Lucie's Third East-West River Crossing PD&E Study.

SUMMARY OF MEETING:

The method of invitation for the meeting included a project newsletter mailing to more than 61,300
recipients. A public service news release was also distributed to the local media. The meeting was
conducted in and “open house format”. Approximately 208 individuals attended the meeting.

A variety of information about the study was on display at the meeting. This information included:

The study process

Preliminary project information

Aerial photographs with defining the study area
Project schedules

Roadway level of service information

Attendees were encouraged to share their thoughts, opinions, and suggestions. Each individual was
provided the opportunity to speak directly with project and city representatives and to complete
comment forms. These comment forms were included with the workshop handouts and were also
available at a “comments table”. Attendees also had the opportunity to speak with a court reporter.

Each comment form included the city of Port St. Lucie project mailing address, and project hotline.
The comment forms also provided the opportunity for attendees to provide mailing list signup
information and the opportunity to volunteer to become a member of the Citizen's Discussion Group.

There were a total of 30 comment forms received with numerous comments ranging from safety
concerns to opposition to the proposed corridor. A total of 16 individuals provided their comments
directly to the court reporter. Generally, the public’s most common concerns regarding the study
corridor were associated with possible impacts to the environment, community, and resulting traffic
increases. Much concern was expressed that these impacts be properly addressed throughout the
design of the corridor. A detailed list of comments can be found in Appendix C.



City of Port St. Lucie
Third East-West River Crossing PD&E Study

Public Kickoff Meeting
June §, 2003
4.00PM-8:00PM

WRITTEN AND VERBAL COMMENTS SUMMARY

A brief summary of the comments, both written and provided to the project representatives are
provided below.

TOTAL WRITTEN COMMENTS FORMS 30
Total Number of comments from individuals 30
Total Number of comment forms from Community Interest Organizations 0

In Favor of Proposed Improvements 8
Opposed to Proposed Improvements 4

TOTAL COMMENTS TO COURT REPORTER 16
Total Number of comments from individuals 16
Total Number of comment forms from Community Interest Organizations 0

In Favor of Proposed Improvements 1
Opposed to Proposed Improvements 2

WRITTEN COMMENTS and COMMENTS to COURT REPORTER

TRAFFIC/Congestion
Traffic on Hwy. 1 will not use the new river crossing (will use PSL Blvd. or Prima Vista)
Will Prima Vista and other roads be widened to accommodate increased traffic?
Will Hwy. 1 be widened?
Widen Becker Road to 6 lanes with a bridge to U.S. 1
Increased congestion overall

— ek e o —

SAFETY and SECURITY
Opposed to wooded area near West Virginia and Walter Terrrace (drugs, vandalism)
IMPACTS TO FLORESTA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (Safety, etc.)
Requested a barrier wall on south side of Lake Charles community
Add bike lanes along both sides of river crossing (north & south) to create a "bike loop”
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ENVIRONMENTAL
General Concerns 3




Wildlife
Sound Walls/Noise
Water Pollution
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PROPERTY VALUE IMPACTS CONCERNS

BRIDGE HEIGHT (vertical clearance for boaters)

ALIGNMENT
Opposed to connecting West Virginia Drive at Midport Road
Prefer West Virginia to Walters Terrace for River Crossing
Any other options besides Walters Terrace connection?
Have the crossing go from West Virginia to Village Green
Opposed to connection at Walters Terrace
In favor of Walters Terrace Alignment

Opposed to impacts at Walters Terrace

Opposed to impacts to Coral Reef Street

Opposed to impacts at Jupiter and O’'Donnell

RIGHT OF WAY ACQUISITION
The City of Port St. Lucie should use property it already owns
Wants a copy of “the right of way acquisition booklet”
Acquisition of properties on Albatross Avenue
Request for early acquisition of property on West Virginia
Opposed to residential property being acquired

Questioned possibility of adding cul-de-sacs

Use topographical maps for mailings

Show waterfront properties on maps in mailings

Hurry up and get it done

Build six lanes instead of just four lanes for West Virginia Drive

The West Virginia Corridor should end on US 1 near Village Green Drive

Where will the funds come from?

Requested aerial of study area

Suggested split one-way pairs separated by one city block

Opposed to barges heing used for bridge construction




VERBAL COMMENTS:

The items listed below summarize additional comments, questions and statements that were made
directly to the project representatives/consultants during the workshop:

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
¢ One womahn was very upset regarding the bird sanctuary she has near her home.

e Several meeting attendees felt that that a third east-west river crossing would be too
detrimental to the environment.

e Concern was expressed regarding a manatee nursery that exists near the West Virginia
crossing.

e "l don't care where the bridge is located, | just want to see the water return to the color it
was 20 years ago."

NOISE IMPACTS AND BUFFERS/WALLS
e Numerous inguiries were made regarding the buffering being provided along the corridor.
RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES IMPACT
¢ A number of people were concerned that their homes would be impacted by the plan.
Most of these individuals left the meeting understanding that the study is just beginning

and feeling committed to staying involved.

e "l am selling my house off of Walters Terrace and my real estate agent insists that |
disclose the fact to all interested parties that the new alignment will condemn my house."

o "l would like to sell my house on West Virginia Ave., but no one will buy it until we know for
sure where the bridge is going."

CITIZEN DISCUSSION GROUP (CDG) PARTICIPATION:

e There were several people concerned with how the selection of the CDG would take place.

STUDY PROCESS

o Several individuals wanted a better understanding of the study process.

ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVES

e One suggestion was made to have two crossings, one at Walters Terrace and one at West
Virginia Drive.

e Several people sought clarification regarding the proposed locations of the river crossings.



TRAFFIC

Some individuals supported the Walters Terrace crossing and others supported the West
Virginia Crossing, and others supported exploring crossings further to the south provided
they would not be too damaging to the neighborhood areas.

Overall, Walters Terrace residents preferred the West Virginia alignment and West Virginia
residents preferred the alignment at Walters Terrace. | few suggested we re-look at the
Thornhill alignment.

Numerous concerns were expressed regarding increased traffic volumes on Floresta
Drive.

Some were concerned that if the bridge isn't accepted, then the widening of West Virginia
Drive will lead more traffic east into this residential neighborhood, basically dumping them
onto Floresta Drive.

INTERSECTIONS:

Concerns were expressed regarding the design of the major intersections, such as, Airoso,
and Floresta, will they be signalized?

BRIDGE OVER ST. LUCIE RIVER:

Numerous inquiries were made regarding the profile of the bridge.

OTHER ATLERNATIVES

Several inguiries were made regarding impacts to the West Virginia corridor project if a
third east-west river crossing is not approved.

Some attendees who supported the corridor suggested it would be more cost feasible to
go ahead and build the six lanes instead of coming back later.





